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DETAILED ACTION 
Status of claims 

1. In response filed on February 09, 2006 the applicant cancelled claims 1-22 and 
presented new claims 23-44. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments, see page 1 of Remarks/Arguments, filed February 09, 
2006, with respect to claims 1-22 have been fully considered and are persuasive. The 
U.S.C. §112 second paragraph rejection of 1-22 has been withdrawn. 

3. Applicant's arguments, see page 2 of Remarks/Arguments, filed February 09, 
2006, with respect to claims 12-22 have been fully considered and are persuasive. The 
U.S.C. §101 rejection of claims 12-22 has been withdrawn. 

4. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 23-44 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

5. Claims 23, 25, 26, 34 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 
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6. Claims 23 and 34 recites the limitation "said quality information" in line 10, There 
is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

7. Claims 25, 26, 34 recites the limitation "said user" in the last line of the claim. 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

8. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

9. Claims 23, 24, 31, 34, 35, 42, as assumed definite, are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by U.S. Pat No. 641 5264 to Walker et al. 

Referring to claims 23 and 34: 
Walker et al teaches the following: 

A storage unit storing identifying information and quality evaluating information 
for said transaction target article; (col 5: lines 24-30, 37-42, 52-56; col 6: lines 23-30; col 
7: lines 29-32) 

A receiving unit receiving said identifying information and said quality evaluating 
information for said transaction target article; (col 3: lines 56-60; col 5: line 27, 32-36) 
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A reading unit reading said quality information coincident with said received 
identifying information and quality evaluating information for said transaction target 
article; and (col 5: lines 32-36) 

A transmitting unit transmitting said quality information to said requestor, (col 5: 
lines 1, 22, Fig 6A) 

In response to applicant's argument that Walker et al does not teach "receiving 
identifying information and quality evaluating information" and transmitting to a 
requestor the quality information for the transaction target article. Walker et al disclose 
in col 3: lines 56-60 that "the seller may transmit to the posting site device one or more 
of: the seller's identity; the type of item to be sold; the condition of the item; peripherals 
included with the item; etc.." Also from Fig 6A, which is a portion of a item sheet shown 
to the seller, which displays the quality information of the item. 

Referring to claims 24 and 35: 

Walker et al teaches the following: 

A transaction achievement information storage unit storing transaction 
achievement information containing completed transaction price information for a 
transaction target article; (col 5: lines 54-55; col 7: 10-13; Fig 4) 

A statistic value calculating unit calculating a statistic value of the transaction 
price for articles with the same component number and quality information as said 
transaction target article, where said reading unit locates the reads at least one 
transaction achievement information with the same component number and quality 
information as said transaction target article; (col 5: 23-25; col 7: lines 15-18) 
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Wherein said transmitting unit transmits said calculated statistic value of said 
transaction price to said requestor, (col 5: lines 1, 22; col 7: lines 20-23) 

In response to applicant's argument that Walker et al does not teach a statistic 
value calculating unit that calculates a statistical value for the transaction price of a 
transaction target article where at least one transaction achievement information is 
located and read, and the transmitting the statistic value for the transaction target 
article. Walker et al disclose that the posting device may estimate the value of the item 
based on sales during the past year for the item, the last fifteen similar items sold, or a 
trend analysis for sales of similar items, and an HTML document may be generated to 
the item description, peripherals and asking price, (col 7: lines 15-23) Therefore, 
Walker et al calculates a statistic value (estimate the value of the item) based on 
previous sales. 

Referring to claims 31 and 42: 

Walker et al teaches 

Wherein said quality evaluating information is an answer to a question about an 
assessment item for said transaction target article; and (col 6: lines 23-27) 

Said quality information is an assessment rank corresponding to an assessment 
score incremented of decremented based on said answer to said question, (col 6: lines 
23-27) 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
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10. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

11. Claims 25-30, 32, 36-41, 43, as assumed definite, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Walker et al. 

Referring to claims 25 and 36: 
Walker et al disclose: 

A necessary time related information storage unit storing information relating the 
time necessary to conduct a transaction for the transaction target article. (Fig 4) 

Walker et al does not expressly disclose wherein said statistic value calculating 
unit calculates a statistic value for the time necessary on the basis of a single or a 
plurality of transaction achievement information accessibly stored on said transaction 
achievement information storage unit; and 

Walker et al does disclose recording the total time of auction for each transaction 
(Fig 4) and also rewarding sellers who has posted items that have sold quickly (col 9: 
lines 10-12) It is obvious from the above disclosure that Walker et al calculates an 
average value of how long an auction lasts. Without calculating an average auction 
time, then the system cannot determined if a seller sells products quickly or slowly. In 
another way, the claim states calculating a statistic value for the time necessary to 
conduct a transaction based on a single stored transaction information. Then from the 
disclosure provided by Fig 4, if the system has only sold one of article A, then the 
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statistic value for time necessary to conduct the transaction of article A would be the 
total time of auction for that first article. 

Said transmitting unit transmits said statistic value of said necessary time 
together with said statistic value of said transaction price to said user. 

Walker et al disclose a system to help sellers determine the price of an item for 
sale, therefore, its obvious that the system can transmit statistic values to the seller, (col 
8: lines 46-51) 

Referring to claims 26 and 37: 

Walker et al disclose 

An extracting unit for extracting price, identifying information and quality 
evaluating information from stored transaction achievement information for transactions 
for said transaction target article conducted in a price range that includes the desired 
transaction price for said transaction target article received by said receiving unit; and 
(Fig 8) 

Wherein said statistic value calculating unit calculates the necessary time based 
on the extracted transaction achievement information; and 

Walker et al does disclose recording the total time of auction for each transaction 
(Fig 4) and also rewarding sellers who has posted items that have sold quickly (col 9: 
lines 10-12) It is obvious from the above disclosure that Walker et al calculates an 
average value of how long an auction lasts. Without calculating an average auction 
time, then the system cannot determined if a seller sells products quickly or slowly. In 
another way, the claim states calculating a statistic value for the time necessary to 
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conduct a transaction based on a single stored transaction information. Then from the 
disclosure provided by Fig 4, if the system has only sold one of article A, then the 
statistic value for time necessary to conduct the transaction of article A would be the 
total time of auction for that first article. 

Said transmitting unit transmits said statistic value of said necessary time based 
on information extracted from said transaction achievement information to said user. 

Walker et al disclose a system to help sellers determine the price of an item for 
sale, therefore, its obvious that the system can transmit statistic values to the seller, (col 
8: lines 46-51) 

Referring to claims 27 and 38; 

Wherein said statistic value calculating unit calculates a statistic value for said 
transaction price and a statistic value for the time necessary in each of a plurality of 
price ranges set for the transaction target article; and 

Walker et al disclose presenting the seller with multiple floor prices to choose 
from (col 8: lines 46-49), so Walker et al's system calculates a statistic value for said 
transaction price. Walker et al also disclose recording the total time of auction for each 
transaction (Fig 4) and also rewarding sellers who has posted items that have sold 
quickly (col 9: lines 10-12) It is obvious from the above disclosure that Walker et al 
calculates an average value of how long an auction lasts. Without calculating an 
average auction time, then the system cannot determined if a seller sells products 
quickly or slowly. In another way, the claim states calculating a statistic value for the 
time necessary to conduct a transaction based on a single stored transaction 
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information. Then from the disclosure provided by Fig 4, if the system has only sold one 
of article A, then the statistic value for time necessary to conduct the transaction of 
article A would be the total time of auction for that first article. 

Said transmitting unit transmits said calculated statistic value of said transaction 
prices and said necessary time corresponding to each of said price ranges. 

Walker et al disclose a system to help sellers determine the price of an item for 
sale, therefore, its obvious that the system can transmit statistic values to the seller, (col 
8: lines 46-51) 

Referring to claims 28 and 39: 

Wherein said statistic value calculating unit calculates a statistic value for said 
transaction price and a statistic value for the time necessary in each of a plurality of 
advertising periods set for the transaction target article; and 

When an article is presented for an auction, then the auction time is its 
advertising period. Walker et al disclose presenting the seller with multiple floor prices 
to choose from (col 8: lines 46-49), so Walker et al's system calculates a statistic value 
for said transaction price. Walker et al also disclose recording the total time of auction 
for each transaction (Fig 4) and also rewarding sellers who has posted items that have 
sold quickly (col 9: lines 10-12) It is obvious from the above disclosure that Walker et al 
calculates an average value of how long an auction lasts. Without calculating an 
average auction time, then the system cannot determined if a seller sells products 
quickly or slowly. In another way, the claim states calculating a statistic value for the 
time necessary to conduct a transaction based on a single stored transaction 
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information. Then from the disclosure provided by Fig 4, if the system has only sold one 
of article A, then the statistic value for time necessary to conduct the transaction of 
article A would be the total time of auction for that first article. 

Said transmitting unit transmits said calculated statistic value of said transaction 
prices and said necessary time corresponding to each of said advertising periods. 

Walker et al disclose a system to help sellers determine the price of an item for 
sale, therefore, its obvious that the system can transmit statistic values to the seller, (col 
8: lines 46-51) 

Referring to claims 29 and 40: 

Walker et al does not expressly disclose wherein said quality evaluating 
information is a using period of said transaction target article; and 

Walker et al does disclose seller disclosing the year of manufacture of the article 
present for price determination. (Fig 6A) Therefore, it would be obvious to calculate the 
using period of the article, it is the current year minus the year of manufacture. 

Walker et al does not disclose said quality information is said using period 
divided into a plurality of time periods corresponding to a using condition of said 
transaction target article. 

Walker et al does disclose that the condition of the article is separated into "Mint, 
Very Good, Good, Ok, Needs Work, and Poor" (Col 6B) It is well known that the longer 
the usage period is for a particular article, the quality of the article declines. Therefore, 
based on the condition as Mint or Very Good, the time period can be deduced. Mint 
would have a shorter time period then Very Good for example. 
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Referring to claims 30 and 41: 

Walker et al does not expressly disclose wherein said statistic value calculating 
unit executes no process if said using period exceeds a predetermined limit. 

the examiner note that it is obvious to one skilled in the arts that if a component 
is too old or has exceeded its usable life span then no one would purchase the 
component. Therefore it would be unnecessary to calculate and statistic value for the 
component. 

Referring to claims 32 and 43: 

Walker does not disclose explicitly that an item post to be sold is a component of 
a vehicle. 

Examiner submits however, that it would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to include components of a 
vehicle or any other good or service. Walker provides specific motivation by indicating 
that any types of good or service may be sold (col 3: lines 45-54). 

12. Claims 33 and 44 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Walker et al in view of U.S. Pat No. 5,657,233 to Cherrington et al. 

Walker does not disclose a maintenance information storage unit stored with 
maintenance information of a vehicle. Walker also does not disclose using the vehicle 
maintenance information to obtain the using period. 
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Cherrington discloses a specifications database which contains vehicle 
specifications and a customer/inspection database which contains prior inspection 
records. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Walker's invention to include a vehicle 
maintenance information database and the ability to use the information to calculate the 
using time of a vehicle's component. One would be motivated to perform such a 
modification to have an alternate solution to providing the quality condition of an item for 
sale. 

Conclusion 

13. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Rutao Wu whose telephone number is (571)272-3136. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri 8-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Hayes can be reached on (571)272-6708. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). \ v ^ 
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